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Therefore, prolonged habituation with such (a view that denies conventionalities) not only does not bring one 
the least bit closer to the correct view, it takes one further away from it. 
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This is because such a wrong view stands in stark contradiction to the path of dependent arising, a path in 
which all the presentations of the dependent arising of samsara and nirvana are acceptable with regard to our 
own system. 
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Thus, Chandrakirti's Supplement to the Middle Way says: 
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The self as itis designated by the non-Buddhist philosophers 
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Who are carried off by the sleep of not-knowing 
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And that which is ascribed to mirages 
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Magicians' illusions, etc. does not even exist for the world. 
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Hence, (Chandrakirti) says that what is designated by the unique assertions of non-Buddhist philosophers or - 


according to the earlier citation - by the unique assertions of Buddhist essentialist (who assert true existence) 
does not even exist conventionally in our Madhyamika system. 
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If one wonders how one determines whether it is accepted to exist conventionally or not: we hold that 
something exists conventionally 
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if it is renowned to conventional consciousness 
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if that which is renowned is not harmed (or contradicted) by other conventional valid cognizers 
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and if (that which is renowned) is not harmed (or contradicted) by reasoning (consciousness) accurately 
analyzing suchness - that is, analyzing whether or not something exists inherently. 
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We hold that whatever fails to meet those (three) criteria does not exist. 
(uarRarBH Sl] say / 2-4, Lam Rim Chenmo, p. 181, 18 - 24) 
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Thus, a conceptual consciousness apprehending the aggregates as impermanent and so forth is mistaken 
with regard to its appearing object. Yet it is described as accurate, or non-mistaken, because with regard to the 
manner of ascertainment (of its object) itis not contradicted by valid cognition. iv 
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Sense consciousnesses are mistaken with regard to their appearing object, and we do not call them non- 
mistaken, since they have no factor that is non-mistaken. 


